Pressures  fron  Cairo 


Once  again  Cairo  has  let  loose  its  propaganda  machine  against 
Iraq  in  a  demonstration  of  power  unmatched  in  the  Near  East. 
Although  the  controlled  Cairo  press  and  radio  have  never  halted 


f  attacks  on  Baghdad,  this  new  outburst  was  set  off  by  the  mass 
j  execution  of  13  Iraqi  army  officers  implicated  in  the  pro-Nasser 
tf  Mosul  revolt  and  four  officisds  of  the  late  monarchy. 

The  Iraqi  blood-bath,  which  reflects  a  serious  internal  conflict 
^  in  the  regime  of  Premier  Kassem,  is  inexcusable,  but  the  attempt  of 
'  UAR  President  Nasser  to  capitalize  on  the  tragic  situation  is  even 
^  more  reprehensible.  Nasser  launched  this  all-out  attack  to  under¬ 
mine  his  Iraqi  rival  for  Arab  leadership — street  mobs  in  Cairo, 
Damascus  and  Beirut  parading,  carrying  banners  denouncing 
Kassem  as  the  “butcher  of  Baghdad”  and  crying  out  for  his 
assassination,  while  a  whole  host  of  false  rumors  are  spread  about 
unrest,  riots  and  revolutionary  fervor  in  Iraq.  He  has  even 
encouraged  King  Hussein  of  Jordan  to  take  a  hand  in  the  attempt 
to  overthrow  Kassem. 

This  exploitation  of  Iraqi  difficulties  is  one  example  of  Nasser’s 
.  capacity  for  making  trouble  to  further  his  ambitions.  Another  is 
his  contemptuous  challenge  to  the  United  Nations  and  the  United 
States  by  refusing  to  permit  Israel  shipping  unobstructed  passage 
:  through  the  Suez.  In  his  speech  at  Rosetta  on  Sept.  19,  Nasser 
I  harshly  criticized  Secretary  of  State  Christian  A.  Herter  for  his 
\i  mild  statement  at  the  United  Nations  that  U.S.  policy  on  freedom 
I  of  passage  through  the  Suez  remains  unchanged. 

Nasser’s  deflance  will  be  heard  at  the  World  Bank,  which  is 
holding  its  annual  meeting  in  Washington  this  week.  His  repre- 
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KhrwsiKiMv  Vlsh.  Soviet  Premier  Nikita 
Khrushchev’s  visit  to  Uie  United  States 
provoked  several  comments  on  USSR- 
Israel  relations. 

Walter  Reuther,  president  of  the 
United  Auto  Workers,  and  seven  vice- 
presidents  of  AFL-CIO,  met  with  the 
Russian  leader  in  San  Francisco.  The 
question  of  Moscow’s  coldness  toward 
Israel  was  raised  by  Mr.  Reuther  dur¬ 
ing  discussion  of  the  differences  be¬ 
tween  communism  and  capitalism. 

Mr.  Reuther  told  the  Soviet  Premier: 


I  sentative.  Dr.  Abdul  Moneim  Kaissouni,  the  UAR  minister  of 
economy,  has  come  here  to  urge  the  Bank  to  grant  a  loan  of  $40 
i'  I  million  to  widen  the  canal.  Nasser’s  semi-official  newspaper 
\  '  AUAhram  has  threatened  in  advance  to  go  to  the  USSR  if  the  Bank , 
turns  him  down.  And  his  Arab  League  spokesman,  Hosni  Khalifa, 

>f  I  in  a  letter  to  the  New  York  Times,  Sept.  8,  said  that  the  Suez 
i  Canal  “belongs  to  the  United  Arab  Republic  and  is  open,  through 
her  courtesy,  to  world  shipping.”  This  is  in  direct  violation  of  the 
\  six  principles  approved  by  the  UN  Security  Council  in  1956  to 
I  which  Eg3i)t  adhered. 

• 

>  The  Bank’s  board  of  directors  must  be  aware  of  the  swelling 
1  volume  of  protest  from  Congress  and  the  Free  World  press  against 
‘  granting  this  loan  as  long  as  Nasser  continues  to  deny  the  inter- 
^  national  character  of  the  canal  and  his  obligation  to  keep  it  open  to 
the  shipping  of  all  nations  without  exception  and  at  all  times. 

’  Eighteen  nations,  including  the  United  Stetes  and  Great  Britain, 
have  spoken  in  the  UN  General  Assembly  against  the  closing  of  the 
canal  not  only  to  Israel  shipping  but  also  to  the  ships  of  other 
nations.  No  plea  of  expediency,  no  wishful  dream  of  wooing  Nasser 
away  from  the  USSR  can  justify  granting  the  loan  at  this  time. 

There  are  no  problems  in  the  Near  East  which  cannot  be 
I  solved  where  men  of  good  will  stand  at  the  helm  of  government. 

I  Unfortunately,  in  Gamal  Abdel  Nasser  the  Near  East  has  a  ruler 
I  who  maintains  himself  on  tension,  turmoil  and  trouble.  He  has 
1  seized  every  opportunity  to  keep  the  region  in  an  uproar  by  aggra- 
i  vating  its  problems  and  undermining  its  governments  instead  of 
I  concentrating  on  raising  the  living  standards  of  his  own  poverty- 
]  ridden  people.  His  policies  are  opposed  to  our  own,  which  call  for 
peace  and  national  stability.  Unless  he  shows  evidence  of  a  willing¬ 
ness  to  live  up  to  his  obligations  as  a  member  of  the  United  Nations, 
can  we  in  all  good  conscience  continue  to  aid  and  support  him? 


“We  think  the  country  in  the  Free 
World  nearest  to  democratic  socialism 
is  Israel.  Yet,  the  Russian  attitude 
toward  Israel  has  been  most  un¬ 
friendly.” 

Khrushchev  replied  that  he  didn’t 
know  what  was  going  on  in  Israel. 

Whereupon,  Mr.  Reuther  continued: 
“You  have  not  been  there.  I  have  been 
there  and  I  have  seen  how  the  Hista- 
drut,  the  magnificent  Israel  labor  move¬ 
ment,  which  owns  60  per  cent  of  the 
production,  supports  the  nation  and 
aids  its  progress.” 

Khrushchev  declined  comment. 

A^d  on  Sept.  22,  Secretary  of  State 
Christian  A.  Herter,  addressing  the 
United  Nations  Correspondents  Asso¬ 
ciation,  was  asked.  “C<^d  the  United 
States  and  the  Soviet  Union  find  under¬ 
standing  and  an  agreement  on  the  gen¬ 
eral  Middle  East  question?” 

Mr.  Herter  replied:  “I  don’t  know 
that  it  will  even  be  discussed  ...  On 
an  issue  of  this  kind  I  have  a  feeling 
that  without  consulting  Israel  and  with¬ 
out  consulting  the  neighbors  of  Israel 
it  would  be  a  little  presumptuous  of  the 
Russians  and  ourselves  to  decide  what 
the  policy  in  the  Middle  East  should 
be.” 

Earlier,  at  the  National  Press  Club, 
Chairman  Khrushchev  sidestepped  a 
question  on  whether  the  Soviet  Union 
discriminates  against  Jews. 

UAR  lonn.  The  United  Arab  Republic 
has  permitted  an  East  German  con- 
(Turn  the  page) 
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viewing  the  metem 

continued 

sulate  to  be  opened  in  Cairo  despite  a 
West  German  protest.  West  Germany 
informed  the  UAR  that  its  policy  is  to 
sever  relations  with  states  that  recog¬ 
nize  East  Germany.  Bonn  claims  the 
establishment  of  an  East  German  con¬ 
sulate  in  Cairo  is  tantamount  to  diplo¬ 
matic  recognition. 


Iraqi  Trials.  New  trials  in  Iraq  are  on 
the  military  court  docket.  The  case  of 
four  persons  accused  of  complicity  in 
the  Kirkuk  disturbances  of  last  July  is 
now  under  consideration.  Death  sen¬ 
tences  have  been  demanded. 

Peoples’  Court  judge,  Fadhil  Abbas 
al-Mahdawi,  who  presided  at  the  recent 
trials  in  which  17  Iraqis  were  con¬ 
demned  to  death,  left  for  Communist 
China  as  a  member  of  the  Iraqi  Friend¬ 
ship  Delegation.  Iraq  radio  said  he  will 
go  on  to  Moscow  for  his  health. 


Iraqi  Diplomacy.  Iraq  plans  to  open 
information  centers  on  teth  sides  of  the 
Iron  Curtain,  in  London,  Vienna, 
Prague  and  Beirut.  The  London 
Economist,  Sept.  19,  says:  “Adequate 
diplomatic  representation  would  serve 
them  better  than  independent  informa¬ 
tion  offices  .  .  .  Before  the  Iraqis  and 
their  Arab  brethren  embark  on  expen¬ 
sive  new  public  relations  schemes,  they 
should  first  take  stock  of  what  they 
already  have  on  hand.  Perhaps  they  will 
find  that  old-fashioned  diplomacy  .  .  . 
would  bring  in  more  tourists  and  trade 
than  flashy  establishments  .  . 


Insid*  Jordan.  Seventeen  army  officers 
and  one  civilian  are  accused  of  attempt¬ 
ing  a  coup  d’etat  while  King  Hussein 
was  on  a  world  tour  last  March.  The 
prosecution  demands  the  death  penalty 
for  14  of  the  army  officers.  Ex- 
Premier  Samir  el-Rifa’i  will  also  be 
tried  for  conspiring  to  oust  Premier 
Majali. 


Yaman  Princa  Arrastod.  Yemen’s 
Crown  Prince  al-Badr  is  under  house 
arrest.  Falastin  (Jordan)  reports  that 
several  of  the  Prince’s  supporters  have 
fled  the  country.  When  ffie  Imam  of 
Yemen  returned  home  recently  from 
his  Roman  holiday,  he  was  angered  by 
his  son’s  pro-Nasser  changes. 

Appropriations.  The  1960  foreign  aid 
program  is  $222  million  less  than  the 
1959  total. 

No  last-ditch  fight  was  made  to  re¬ 
store  the  cuts  because  the  crisis  in  Laos, 
which  many  Congressmen  saw  as  a 
striking  example  of  waste  in  the  aid 
program,  created  an  unfavorable  at¬ 
mosphere.  Enthusiasm  for  the  whole 
program  had  waned  considerably. 

The  biggest  cuts  were  in  military  aid 
and  defense  support.  However,  the 
Development  L(»n  Fund  survived  in¬ 
tact,  and  funds  for  Special  Assistance 
were  raised  over  last  year,  a  reflection 
of  the  increase  in  new  countries  which 
are  turning  to  the  United  States  for  aid. 

The  following  table  compares  the 
1959  bill  with  the  present  one: 


ANALYSIS:  \ 


The  following  letter  was  written  by 
Rev.  Karl  Baehr,  executive  director  of 
the  American  Christian  Palestine  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  sent  to  Secretary  of  State 
Christian  A.  Herter  on  Sept.  21: 

DEAR  MR.  secretary: 

May  I  share  with  you  some  troubled 
thoughts  I  have  about  the  execution  of 
one  major  aspect  of  our  foreign  policy 
in  the  Middle  East,  especially  as  it  is 
stated  and  carried  forward  in  Jordan? 
My  anxiety  grew  out  of  my  last  trip  to 
the  area — my  sixth  in  eleven  years — as 
leader  of  a  study  group  of  civic,  politi¬ 
cal  and  religious  leaders  and,  specific¬ 
ally,  out  of  a  lengthy  session  the  group 
and  I  had  with  Ambassador  Sheldon 
Mills  and  his  staff  in  Amman  last  July. 

As  you  know,  study  tour  leaders 
often  apply  to  U.S.  embassies  for  brief¬ 
ing  on  local  problems  and  I  have  gen¬ 
erally  been  grateful  for  the  informa¬ 
tive  talks  that  have  been  the  fruit  of  this 
practice.  I  literally  shudder  to  think, 
however,  at  the  harvest  reaped  among 
unsuspecting  American  visitors  who 
avail  themselves  of  this  opportunity  in 
Jordan. 

• 

To  begin  with,  I  had  assumed  that 
the  basic  foundations  of  our  foreign 
policy  on  the  Arab-Israel  issue  were: 
a  sympathetic  understanding  of  the 
legitimate  needs  and  aspirations  of  both 
the  Arabs  and  Israelis;  a  determina¬ 
tion  to  tolerate  no  change  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  status  of  these  countries  through 
violence  but  to  foster  instead  every 
effort  at  responsible  negotiations;  and 
a  genuinely  felt  sense  of  the  import¬ 
ance  of  making  a  major  contribution  to 
the  peaceful  development  of  the  area’s 
resources — for  the  benefit  of  all  of  its 
peoples  as  well  as  of  our  own  vital  in¬ 


terest  in  defending  the  Middle  East 
against  Soviet  encroachments. 

If  this  in  essence  is  our  policy,  I  can 
only  express  my  consternation  at  the 
attitude,  judgments  and  program  of  our 
embassy  in  Jordan.  Ambassador  Mills 
and  his  staff  were  belligerently  anti- 
Israel.  I  realize  that  an  important  at¬ 
tribute  of  our  representatives  abroad, 
and  particularly  in  a  troubled  region 
like  the  Middle  East,  must  be  a  sympa¬ 
thetic  approach  to  the  culture  and  feel-  i 
ings  of  the  host  country.  But  there  are  I 
limits,  or  should  be,  to  the  degree  of 
empathy  that  is  sought.  It  by  no  means 
follows  that  our  representatives  must 
reflect  the  full  emotional  coloration  of 
the  people  to  which  they  are  assigned. 

• 

Let  me  elaborate  on  my  concern.  In 
his  talk  to  us,  Mr.  Mills,  after  noting 
that  sympathies  for  the  Jews  had  been 
created  by  the  Hitler  era,  declared  that 
“the  Jews  have  committed  an  equally 
great  crime  by  driving  the  Arabs  from 
their  homes.’’ 

Such  a  statement,  coming  from  an 
American  ambassador,  is  shocking. 
Can  he,  even  assuming  the  sole  guilt  “of 
the  Jews”  for  the  Arab  refugee  exodus, 
so  easily  equate  six  million  dead  with 
900,000  refugees  (not  all  of  whom  are 
bona  fide  refugees  from  what  is  pres¬ 
ently  Israel)?  Isn’t  the  history  of  the 
Arab-Israel  war  and  the  creation  of  the 
Arab  refugees  a  bit  more  complicated 
legally  and  morally  than  the  implica¬ 
tion  of  such  a  statement?  Is  he  to  ig¬ 
nore  the  activities  of  the  ex-Grand  Muf¬ 
ti,  the  Arabs’  rejection  of  the  United 
Nations  partition  decision  and  their 
choosing  the  instruments  of  war  to  de¬ 
stroy  the  new  Israel  state? 

That  this  anti-Israel  attitude  in  our 
Jordan  embassy  is  not  casual  or  mar¬ 
ginal,  but  rather  consistent  and  central, 


Foreign  Aid  Appropriations  — 1959,  1960 

1959  1960 


Request 

Appropriation 

Military  Asst. 

$1,800 

$1,515 

Defense  Support 

835 

750 

Dev.  Loan  Fund 

625 

550 

Tech.  Coop. 

164 

171 

Spec.  Asst 

212 

200 

Contingency  Fund  200 

155 

Other  Programs 

106 

107 

Totals 

$3,942 

$3,448 

Request  Appropriation  Comparison 


$1,600 

$1,300 

-$215 

835 

695 

-55 

700 

550 

— 

211 

181 

+  10 

272 

245 

+45 

200 

155 

— 

112 

100 

-7 

$3,930 

$3,226 

-$222 
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. . .  Report  from  Amman 


was  apparent  throughout  the  interview. 
Mr.  Mills’  view  of  the  history  of  the 
area  is  dominated  by  an  anti-Zionist 
bias  and  the  nostalgic  wish  that  Pales¬ 
tine  had  not  been  colonized  by  Jews. 

“It  is  clear  to  me,”  he  said,  “that  if 
Feisal  had  remained  alive  the  Zionists 
would  not  have  been  able  to  colonize 
Palestine.”  And  he  also  expressed  the 
fear  that  further  immigration  into  Is¬ 
rael,  “which  Ben  Gurion  wants,”  would 
cause  an  explosion.  While  Mr.  Mills 
deplores  bo^  past  and  future  Jewish 
immigration,  it  is  significant  that  the 
Emir  Feisal,  as  a  matter  of  historic  rec¬ 
ord,  at  one  time  welcomed  the  idea  of 
Jewish  colonization. 

Arab  views  on  Israel  were  even 
thrust  into  quarters  relating  primarily 
to  Israel-American  concerns.  At  one 
point  in  the  briefing  a  member  of  the 
embassy  staff  implied  that  Israel  had 
received  much  too  much  assistance 
from  the  United  States.  When  it  was 
noted  that  this  aid  had  not  all  been  ex¬ 
tended  by  our  government  but  that 
much  of  it  was  in  the  form  of  loans  or 
private  contributions  and  bond  pur¬ 
chases,  another  staff  member  felt  com¬ 
pelled  to  comment:  “Yes,  and  they 
are  tax  exempt!” 

Surely  our  diplomats  in  Ireland,  Italy, 
Greece  and  Lebanon — all  countries  re¬ 
ceiving  substantial  funds  from  former 
nationals  now  United  States  citizens — 
would  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  add 
such  a  prejudiced  conunent.  America 
is  stronger  in  the  world  today  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  these  close  and  affectionate  re¬ 
lationships  abroad. 

• 

We  were  shown  two  films  produced, 
I  understand,  by  the  cultural  affairs  de¬ 
partment  of  the  embassy.  The  first  of 
these  films  was  on  Jordan’s  national 
history,  and  the  second  described  the 
religions  of  the  country.  They  repre¬ 
sented  quite  a  remarkable  achievement 
in  that  the  one  made  no  reference  at 
all  to  Israel  and  the  other  none  to 
Judaism.  After  this  showing  I  should 
not  have  been  surprised  if  I  had  found 
that  the  Ambassador’s  map  of  the 
Middle  East  had  omitted  the  State  of 
Israel,  a  practice  common  to  Arab  car¬ 
tographers.  The  question  of  whether 
or  not  the  United  States  actually  pro¬ 
duced  these  films  is  irrelevant.  They 
were  shown  within  a  United  States  em¬ 
bassy  to  a  group  of  American  visitors. 


In  one  of  his  comments  Ambassador 
Mills  said:  “We,  meaning  the  United 
States,  are  riding  two  horses  going  in 
two  directions  and  we,  like  the  British, 
may  fall  in  the  middle.” 

Perhaps  the  two  directions  to  which 
Mr.  Mills  referred  are  the  direction  in 
which  he  is  going  and  the  direction  of 
the  announced  and  clearly  stated  Amer¬ 
ican  Middle  East  policy.  I  am  not  sug¬ 
gesting  that  it  is  easy  to  explain  to  Arab 
leaders  that  our  policy  is  to  be  posi¬ 
tively  interested  in  both  Arab  and  Is¬ 
raeli.  But  we  dare  not  allow  our  diplo¬ 
mats  to  shy  away  from  what  is  difficult 
when  the  pursuit  of  any  other  policy 
has  little  to  offer  except  stimulating 
conflict  and  blocking  the  reconciliation 
without  which  we  can  have  scant  hope 
of  a  stable  Middle  East,  much  less  one 
in  which  the  ideals  of  democracy  can 
take  root  and  grow. 

No  wonder  that  high  Jordanian  gov¬ 
ernment  officials  spoke  to  us  of  Am¬ 
bassador  Mills  as  “the  Jordanian  Am¬ 
bassador  to  the  United  States!”  But 
who,  then,  one  asks,  represents  the 
United  States  in  Jordan? 


However,  I  would  not  want  to  leave 
the  impression  that  we  were  distressed 
by  the  total  United  States  effort  in 
Jordan.  My  comments  must  be  under¬ 
stood  as  applying  only  to  what  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  inexcusable  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  of  United  States  policy  on  Arab- 
Israel  affairs.  We  spent  several  days 
in  Jordan  and  got  to  know  something 
of  our  foreign  aid  and  technical  assist¬ 
ance  projects  in  that  country.  These 
seem  to  us  to  be  most  efficiently  con¬ 
ducted  and  with  results  that  are  ^ready 
appreciable. 

I  am  fully  in  favor  of  the  utmost  pos¬ 
sible  support  being  given  to  the  Jor¬ 
danians  in  raising  their  standards  of 
living,  improving  their  medical  and 
health  conditions  and  so  forth.  It  ap¬ 
peared  to  us  that  the  Jordanians  are 
generally  grateful  for  the  aid  given  to 
them,  and  it  is  quite  obvious  that  with¬ 
out  this  aid  Jordan  could  not  survive 
as  a  state.  All  the  more  reason,  then, 
for  the  United  States  representatives 
in  that  country  to  speak  words  of 
strength  and  dignity  on  the  issue  of 
Arab-Israel  understanding.  It  would 
seem  that  this  is  the  moral  and  consti¬ 
tutional  duty  of  Ambassador  Mills  and 
his  staff. 


The  Suez  Canal  issue  before  the 
United  Nations  has  spurred  consider¬ 
able  editorial  comment  in  the  tuition’s 
press. 

The  Chicago  Sun-Times,  on  Sept. 
25: 

’The  grievances  of  Arab  nations 
against  Israel  are  well  known.  The 
Palestine  refugee  problem  is  only 
one  of  many  that  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  has  not  yet  been  able  to  solve. 
But  the  Arab  world’s  differences 
with  Israel  on  the  refugee  and  ^ 
other  problems  do  not  Justify  its 
denial  of  the  use  of  the  interna¬ 
tional  waterway  because  of  politi¬ 
cal  grievances  —  grievances  that 
ought  to  be  the  responsibility  of 
the  United  Nations.  The  United  ^ 
Nations  should  bring  pressure  for  / 
a  peaceful  solution  of  the  Suez ' 
controversy  between  its  two  mem¬ 
ber  nations.” 


The  New  York  Times,  on  Sept.  26: 

’The  United  Nations  saved  Egypt 
from  being  engulfed  by  the  Israeli- 
British-French  attack  in  1956.  It 
cannot  make  itself  the  sanctuary 
from  behind  which  the  Arab  states 
continue  to  wage  war  against  Israel 
by  belligerent  acts  which  the 
United  Nations  itself  has  con¬ 
demned  as  illegal.  Since  the  „ 
United  States  played  a  leading  role 
in  this  United  Nations  rescue  oper¬ 
ation  it  cannot  avoid  taking  a  lead-  i 
ing  role  also  in  carrying  out  Presi-  i 
dent  Eisenhower’s  pledge  that  if 
Egypt  continues  the  Sues  Canal  / 
blockade,  ’then  this  should  be  dealt  ( 
with  firmly  by  the  society  of  na-- 
tions.’  ”  / 


The  New  York  Herald-Tribune,  on 
Sept.  28: 

“A  test  is  approaching  of  the 
world’s  readiness  to  deal  firmly 
with  the  canal  question.  The  UAR 
has  an  application  pending  before 
the  World  Bank  for  a  loan  to  per¬ 
mit  widening  and  deepening  of  the 
canal.  Eugene  Black,  the  bank’s 
president,  has  announced  no  deci¬ 
sion  as  yet.  Improving  the  canal 
is  a  matter  in  which  the  maritime 
nations  are  deeply  interested.  But 
they  also  are — or  should  be— deeply 
interested  in  whether  the  canal 
being  run  according  to  intema- 
tional  law  and  the  Sues  Conven¬ 
tion  of  1888  which  says  in  Article 
I:  The  canal  shall  never  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  exercise  of  the  right 
of  blockade.’  > 

’The  blockade  exists.  The  World 
Bank,  it  semns  to  ns,  has  a  clear 
obligation  to  withhold  the  loan  until 
it  is  lifted.” 
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against  Israel,  and  the  blacklisting  of 
over  330  ships  belonging  to  21  different 
nations.  On  the  Suez  blockade,  Mrs. 
Meir  said: 

‘'Israel  desires  to  make  it  clear 
that  she  is  not  prepared  to  accept 
and  should  not  be  expected  to  ac¬ 
cept  a  situation  in  which  she  is 
singled  out  for  illegal  discrimina¬ 
tion.  Moreorer,  we  believe  that  the 
United  Nations  itself  cannot  accept 
the  situation.  ...  It  cannot  in  one 
instance  use  all  its  collective  moral 
pressure  and  in  another  exhibit  an 
exaggerated  leniency.  ...  The 
moral  authority  of  this  body  is 
deeply  involved.  Its  response  to 
the  challenge  confronting  it  will 
have  implications  far  beyond  those 
of  Israel’s  own  immediate  inter¬ 
ests.” 

The  Arab  answer  to  Mrs.  Meir  side¬ 
stepped  the  issue  by  describing  it  as 
part  of  the  “Palestine  problem,”  a  line 
previously  expounded  by  Nasser  in  his 
Rosetta  speech.  The  UAR  representa¬ 
tive,  Dr.  Farid  Zeineddine,  followed  the 
usual  pattern  of  vituperation  against 
Zionism  and  Israel. 

Ahmad  Shukairy,  who  represents 
Saudi  Arabia,  managed  within  a  one- 
hour  peroration  to  attack  Sen.  Wayne 
Morse  for  his  anti-discrimination 
amendment  to  the  Mutual  Security  Ap¬ 
propriations  Act,  loosed  the  usual  vol¬ 
ley  of  charges  against  Israel,  denounced 
France  because  of  her  Algerian  posi¬ 
tion  and  Great  Britain  for  her  relations 
with  Oman  and  Aden,  and,  finally, 
offered  his  own  plan  to  solve  the  Arab 
refugee  problem  by  dumping  400,000 
of  them  in  Israel  territory. 


The  Suez  Issue 

One  of  the  most  important  issues  at 
the  opening  of  the  14th  session  of  the 
UN  General  Assembly  on  Sept  17  was 
the  problem  created  by  the  refusal  of 
UAR  President  Nasser  to  permit  Israel 
shipping  and  that  of  other  nations  un¬ 
obstructed  passage  through  the  Suez 
Canal,  in  violation  of  international 
agreements,  UN  resolutions  and  his 
own  pledged  word. 

Secretary  of  State  Christian  A.  Her- 
ter  briefly  stated  the  U.S.  position  as 
unchanged  in  support  of  free  passage 
through  the  Suez  and  so  did  British 
Foreign  Secretary  Selwyn  Lloyd.  Sim¬ 
ilar  statements  were  made  by  16  coun¬ 
tries,  including  Italy,  Uruguay,  Burma, 
Peru,  Guatemala,  Denmark  and  Turkey. 

But  it  remained  for  Mrs.  Golda  Meir, 
Israel’s  Foreign  Minister,  to  place  the 
issue  and  responsibility  for  corrective 
action  squarely  before  the  General  As¬ 
sembly.  In  a  policy  statement  on  Sept. 
24,  she  denounced  “the  bellicose  atti¬ 
tudes  and  activities”  of  the  Arab  coun¬ 
tries  toward  Israel  and  warned  that  Is¬ 
rael  was  “profoundly  concerned  with 
the  dangers  implicit  in  the  recent  ag¬ 
gravation  of  Eg^t’s  blockade  measures 
in  the  Suez  Canal.” 

Mrs.  Meir  indicated  that  many  na¬ 
tions  besides  Israel  are  affected  by 
Egypt’s  violation  of  international  law. 
She  pointed  out  that  the  UN  Charter 
itself  makes  inadmissible  Egypt’s  claim 
to  be  in  a  state  of  war  with  another  UN 
member.  She  reviewed  the  record  of 
Egypt’s  belligerency,  her  propaganda 
threats,  her  blockade  and  boycott 
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